MOHAMMEDAN THEORIES OF FINANCE

traveling for trade.1 This difference is due to the fact that
while the tax collected by the 'ashirs from Moslems consists
in their zakat dues, the one collected from the dhimmi is in
reality only an octroi duty. Except for these two differ-
ences the dhimmis are treated like the Moslems in every re-
spect. According to the doctors, the dhimmis by paying a
double tax have earned a right to this equality of treatment.
As regards the harbi traders, the fashir collects from the
property they have with them at the rate of ten per cent, pro-
vided their property amounts to a nisab and the 'ashir does
not know the rate collected from the Moslems by the harbis
in their country but only knows the fact of collection.
If, however, the 'ashir knows the rate paid by Moslems in
the land of harbis, he then collects from the harbis the same
rate, whether it be little or much, in order to get even with
them. According to the Path,2 it is only with respect to the
rate of the tax that the principle of reprisal (mujazat).
holds true, since the right of collecting a tax at all (asl a/-
akhdh) is based on the fact that the harbis during their
sojourn in Moslem territory enjoy the protection of the
Moslem state and so come under its taxing power. If the
harbis are collecting as a tax from Moslem traders the
whole of their property, the 'ashir does not collect the whole
of the harbis' property but leaves with them enough to
enable them to return home. Some say that in such case the
whole should be taken in order to dissuade the harbis from
doing the same thing to the Moslems, but the Path replies
that this would be unjust after the harbis have been given a
pledge (am&n) of safety when they entered the Moslem
territory, and that therefore the Moslems should not do it
simply because the harbis do, for leaving a person without

1 Yiisuf, p. 76.
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